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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) ^ Claim(s) 1-11 is/are rejected. 

7) Q Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 6 and 7 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

2. While Applicant's arguments are moot due to the claim amendments filed 18 
March 2009, the following point needs to be addressed: 

a. Regarding US Patent No. 7,133,068 issued to Fisher, Applicant states on 
page 5 that "Fisher fails to disclose provide any teaching of monitoring the 
pictures taken to determine whether a desired overlap has been achieved". 
However, Applicant subsequently acknowledges on page 6 that Fisher discloses 
that "a warning message is provided" to a user when a "calculated overlap would 
cause there to be a lack of coverage", i.e. a gap. Since Fisher teaches providing 
a warning when a gap is detected, Fisher explicitly discloses a teaching of 
monitoring the pictures taken to determine whether a desired overlap has been 
achieved. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 1-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent No. 7,133,068 issued to Fisher et al, hereinafter "Fisher", in view of US 
Patent No. 6,233,004 issued to Tanaka et al., hereinafter "Tanaka". 

Regarding claim 1, Fisher discloses a digital camera having a memory and an 
operational mode (refer to c. 3, I. 14 - c. 4, I. 47 and Figures 1-3) wherein: the camera 
takes a sequence of still pictures (refer to c. 7, II. 12-27 and Figure 7); a next one of the 
pictures in the sequence is selected for being stored in the memory based on an 
amount of overlap regarding a picture content with a previous one of the pictures stored 
in the memory (refer to c. 7, II. 38-43 and c. 8, II. 12-48); and the camera processes the 
pictures stored in the memory so as to create a composite picture (refer to c. 7, II. 43-62 
and c. 8, 1. 3) and determines whether said composite picture includes an area lacking 
coverage by the pictures stored in said memory (refer to c. 8, II. 33-38 and the 
discussion in Response to Arguments). 

However, Fisher does not disclose that the digital camera performs one of; 
interpolating pixel data from edges of said area of said composite picture lacking 
coverage and providing directions of said camera to a position to cover said area 
lacking coverage. 

Tanaka discloses a system wherein a camera takes a sequence of still pictures 
and creates a composite picture wherein the system performs interpolating pixel data 
from edges of said area of said composite picture lacking coverage (refer to c. 17, 1. 60 
- c. 18, 1. 4). 
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It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to interpolate pixel data from the edges of said area of said composite picture 
lacking coverage, i.e. a gap in the sequence of images, as disclosed by Tanaka in the 
system disclosed by Fisher such that when a "lack of coverage" or gap is detected (as 
disclosed by Fisher, see the discussion in Response to Arguments), the system can 
fill the gap and "an image smoothly changing in accordance with the movement of the 
viewpoint can be obtained" (see Tanaka, c. 18, II. 2-4). 

Regarding claim 2, refer to the rejection of claim 1 and Fisher further discloses a 
sensor for determining information representative of respective relative coordinates of 
the camera when taking respective ones of the pictures (refer to c. 6, II. 14-26, Figure 5, 
"motion sensor 516", c. 7, 1. 43 - c. 8, 1. 11). 

Regarding claim 3, refer to the rejection of claim 2 and Fisher further discloses 
that the information is used for controlling the creating of the composite picture using a 
stitching algorithm (refer to c. 7, II. 28-62 and c. 8, II. 49-59). 

Regarding claim 4, refer to the rejection of claim 2 and Fisher further discloses 
that the information is used to determine the next picture (refer to c. 7, II. 28-43). 

Regarding claim 5, refer to the rejection of claim 1 and Fisher further discloses a 
detector for detecting said area in the composite picture lacking coverage by the 
pictures stored in the memory (refer to c. 8, II. 33-38 and the discussion in Response to 
Arguments). 
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Regarding claim 6, refer to the rejection of claim 1 and Fisher further discloses 
an electronic apparatus with the camera having a memory and an operation mode (refer 
to the rejection of claim 1 and c. 5, 1. 58 - c. 6, 1. 39 and Figure 5). 

Claims 7-11 are method claims corresponding to apparatus claims 1-5, 
respectively. Therefore, claims 7-1 1 are analyzed and rejected as previously discussed 
with respect to claims 1-5, respectively. Further, refer to Fisher c. 9, 1. 4 - c. 10, 1. 9 and 
Figure 8. 

Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RICHARD M. BEMBEN whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7634. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Ometz can be reached on (571 ) 272-7593. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/David L. Ometz/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 

Unit 2622 

RMB 



